In Mandarin Chinese, speakers benefit from fore-knowledge of what the first syllable but not of what the first phonemic segment of a disyllabic word will be (Chen, Chen, & Dell, 2002), contrasting with findings in English, Dutch, and other Indo-European languages, and challenging the generality of current theories of word production. In this article, we extend the evidence for the language difference by showing that failure to prepare onsets in Mandarin (Experiment 1) applies even to simple monosyllables (Experiments 2-4), and confirm the contrast with English for comparable materials (Experiments 5 and 6). We also provide new evidence that Mandarin speakers do reliably prepare tonally unspecified phonological syllables (Experiment 7). To account for these patterns, we propose a language general proximate units principle whereby intentional preparation for speech as well as phonological-lexical coordination are grounded at the first phonological level below the word at which explicit unit selection occurs. The language difference arises because syllables are proximate units in Mandarin Chinese, whereas segments are proximate in English and other Indo-European languages. The proximate units perspective reconciles the aspiration toward a language general account of word production with the reality of substantial cross-linguistic differences.
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Introduction
It has become virtually doctrinal in language production theory that phonemic segments provide the common currency of phonological encoding (e.g., Bock, 1991; Dell, 1986 Dell, , 1995 Levelt, 1989; Levelt, Roelofs, & Meyer, 1999; Rapp & Goldrick, 2000) . Though they disagree in many details, these theories concur that phonological segments are retrieved from the lexicon and linearized in a syllabified organization that guides articulation. Yet it is also widely acknowledged that this consensual view may not apply without qualification to all languages, in particular to Chinese languages in which entire syllables are available at lexical retrieval (e.g., J.-Y. Chen, Chen, & Dell, 2002; Cholin, Schiller & Levelt, 2004; Levelt, 2001) . Thus, the field adheres to theories that emerged in the context of European languages despite the acknowledged challenges to their generality. In this article, we show that differences between Chinese and Indo-European languages are more deep-seated than has been previously recognized, and we argue that these differences require more than minor adjustments to existing theories. We outline a response to this challenge that focuses on the starting point of phonological retrieval. We propose that the first selectable phonological units below the level of the word, which we call proximate units, vary across languages and are pivotal in situations such as advance planning and partial preparation that involve continued coordination of phonological ingredients with their lexical origins. Proximate units also 0010-0277/$ -see front matter Ó 2010 Elsevier B.V. All rights reserved. doi:10.1016/j.cognition.2010.01.001
